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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1 , 3, 5-1 0 ares objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 : Perhaps applicant should delete "a detecting" after "detecting" in line 5. 

Claims 3, 5-1 0 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) 
in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. It is not clear how 
the limitations included in claims 3, 5-1 0 further limit clam 1 which claims 3, 5-1 0 are 
dependent on, since it appears that claims 3, 5-10 claim additional method steps. 
Perhaps, the numeration of the steps should be different than in claim 1 (continued in 
the alphabetical order throughout the dependent claims). 

For example: since the numerals a-f) have already been used in claim 1 , the 
steps of claim 5 should starts with g...). 

Claim 3: A) Perhaps applicant should insert a step of -measuring the 
transmission temperature with the oil temperature sensor — as the very first step of the 
claim, 

B) what is "a vehicle voltage", step b)? 

C) how the transmission oil temperature was determined, what is "a maximum 
transmission oil temperature", step c)? 

D) "step" in step f1 ) should be replaced with -step--. 

E) what is "a value of subtracting" and how was it determined, step g)? 
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Claim 5: A) what is "a value of subtracting" and how was it determined, step f)? 

B) what applicant means by the term "for de-" in step f 1 )? 

C) how the "difference between the maximal measured oil..." in step h) has been 
determined? 

B) What is "a vehicle voltage", what is "the critical voltage" and how it was 
determined, step c)? 

C) How "a value" and "a critical oil temperature rate" were determined. 

D) what is "a jumper monitoring jumper", step e), and how it was determined? 

E) What is the "fault confirming timer", step g), and how it can be increased? 
Perhaps Applicant should replace it with -increasing a time on a jumper fault confirming 
timer-- throughout the claims. 

F) Step i) is confusing because it is not clear what applicant means by 

"comparing the jumper fault confirming timer with a jumper fault confirming time". 

(Also, remember the second occurrence of the claimed term should go with the article - 
the — for a proper antecedent basis. 

G) what is "a jumper fault", how it was detected? (See step f) of claim 2 and 

steps a), g2) of claim 5) 

H) what is "increasing a jumper fault confirming timer", step g) of claim 5, and 
how it can be increased? Perhaps Applicant should replace it with -increasing a time 
on a jumper fault confirming timer- throughout the claims. 

Claim 6: A) what is "a vehicle voltage" and "a critical vehicle voltage" (step b) and 
how it has been obtained? 

B) How "the transmission oil temperature" has been obtained. 

C) How "the transmission oil temperature" has been obtained (step c), 

D) How the step of "determining whether a clutch is under control: is done (see 
step e), 
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E) how "a critical time measuring time" has been increased. What it is? 

F) The language in step g) is confusing because it is not clear what applicant 
means. What "the stuck fault" is? "how it is determined that the clutch is "under control", 
step e), 

What is "a critical time measuring timer" and "increasing a critical time measuring timer", 
step f), 

How "a value" and "a critical oil temperature rate" have been determined, step g). 
How "the critical time measuring timer" is compared with "the critical time for 
determining the fault", step i), 
What is "the stuck state", line 4 and steps e2), i1), i3), 

Claim 7: A) "a vehicle voltage" and "a critical vehicle voltage" lack antecedent 

basis. 

B) how the difference" as mentioned in steps f), f2), g), g2) has been 
determined? 

Claims 7, 8: Perhaps applicant should insert a step of -measuring the 
transmission temperature with the oil temperature sensor — as the very first step of the 
claim. 

Claim 9: A) "a vehicle voltage" and "a critical vehicle voltage" in step c) lack 
antecedent basis. 

B) it is not clear how "the time indicating how long...", and "a critical engine- 
stopped time" step e) have been determined, 

C) how the difference" as mentioned in steps g), g2), h), h2) has been 
determined? 

Claim 10: A) "a vehicle voltage" and "a critical vehicle voltage" in step c) lack 
antecedent basis. 

B) it is not clear how "the time indicating how long...", and "a critical engine- 
stopped time" step e) have been determined, 
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C) how the difference" as mentioned in steps g), g2), h), h2) has been 
determined? 

For all claims: Please note, only the first occurrence of the claimed element/ term 
should go with the article -a--, while the second occurrence of the claimed element / 
term should go with the article -the — for a proper antecedent basis. See, for example "a 
jumper fault confirming timer" (in step g) of claim 2) vs. "the jumper fault confirming 
timer" (in step I of claim 2). 

Claim 6: A) "the detected signal" in line 4 lacks antecedent basis, in line 4 lacks 
antecedent basis, 

B) "a vehicle voltage" and "a critical vehicle voltage" in step b) lack antecedent 

basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 3, 5-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. In this case, the claim language is confusing 

because it is not clear how the method steps of claims 3, 5-10 further limit and thus, fit 

in the method of claim 1 since, it appears that in claims 3, 5-10, applicant describes a 

different method rather then limits the independent claim 1 , as required by MPEP. 

Claims 3, 5-10: the claim language is confusing because the step numerals/ numeration 
are the same as being used in claim 1 which claims 3, 5-10 are dependent on (please 
note, if claim 6 is dependent on claim 1 , the numeration of the steps of claim 6 should 
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not repeat the numeration of claim 1 . For example, if the last numeral used in claim 1 
was a letter f), the numeration of the steps in claim 6 should start with the letter g). 
Otherwise it is not clear how the method of claims 3, 5-10 further limit claim 1 . Are the 
steps of the claims 3, 5-10 continuation of the method steps listed in claim 1 , or 
completely independent new steps? 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1 , 3, 5-10 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Election/Restrictions 

Claims 2, 4 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b), 
as being drawn to a nonelected Invention, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed 
on 11/29/10. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The prior art cited in the PTO-892 and not mentioned above 
disclose related devices and methods. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Gail Verbitsky whose telephone number is 571/272- 
2253. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 to 4:00 ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lisa Caputo can be reached on 571/272-2388. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Gail Verbitsky 

Primary Patent Examiner, TC 2800 

February 11, 2011 
/Gail Verbitsky/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2855 



